EXHIBIT A

Computer End Point Support

Business Name: Key Services, Inc.

Evaluation Criteria Weight Grade Total
MWBE Commitment 20.00 5.00 100.00
Ability to Meet All Requirements 30.00 5.00 150.00
Experience - Years in Business 20.00 5.00 100.00
Methodology-Proposed Plan of Action 10.00 3.50 35.00
Price 20.00 4.00 80.00
Final Score 465.00
Max Score =500
Firm Name: Valen Solutions LLC
Evaluation Criteria Weight Grade Total
MWBE Commitment 20.00 5.00 100.00
Ability to Meet All Requirements 30.00 2.50 75.00
Experience - Years in Business 20.00 4.25 85.00
Methodology-Proposed Plan of Action 10.00 2.75 27.50
Price 20.00 5.00 100.00
Final Score 387.50
Max Score = 500
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